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KJ£tfO: "History's Verdict" by Ross ¥ • Ralston 

3Y: HOWARD RUPFMAH 

This is a hasty memo written after reading Ralston's privately 
printed book. I don't know when it was published; it is copyright 
1975, but Ralston sent ne a copy only ^* "■•*•* ^^"Of^ll^e 

SSki^ttS^St iL^sufficient^ taken up 

tk.Aue.tlos oi whether!., ha^ey O.-^w^lnaeoa^. * 

ne wb& t*n ese£Ss1xi c-t all«^ w ^ ^**aa*> - - n^hfit about fresuned 

UP the question, 'hut eJSTOTms 

new on**lt, except new distortions of fact end new errors. It is £L1 
cribbed from everyone elae'e work, most heavily ~ylvla a » 

«* s ?sa ^r^w^Wbo^: esm 3£“s^;V . 

transcript of Gives' testimony, is handled poprly and entirely inadeque 
ly * In thiB memo I'll stay away from some of the more trifling 

SSS£“4 &t 

Italian counterpart?). Here are *a«* some, but not all, o* 
errors : 

— p. 4 , notes difference in length of rifle advertised in 
leb. Aner. Rifleman and length of "Oswald ’s»^rifle, ccrne^® 8 

for^mi^ak^^lKa^LllG 1 ^* sent°wrong rifle. Ihia is all misleading 

“ srtrs ^r-?£FaXS «sr 

of criticism (again, not new, originates, I think, witn Lane), bu. 
should not be used as substantive proof. 

SSr2s-s.r 

have left P it on the loading dock, which was not outside. 

— o. ?7. claims Elsie Dorman filmed the assassination, and 
+v, Q + film iu owned bv TIKE. Lortnan stopped filming before the 
XStaf Mediae to her account, and she currently owns and possesses 
tS film. TIMS doesn't have it; I aakec years ago. 

_ “55 says Brennan as of Jan. '64 still insisted he could 

«*7 En« LHC but "when Brennan testified before the 

could make the positive ldsntiflcation (cj. 205) • 

„ 40 i8 a V ery bad treatement of Carolyn Arnold. Pel^on 

writes "Oswald was next seen on the first p.oor at 12:15 ** * 

• r Given our knowledge st this point, this cannot be said. 

(ii we*know is that the ?B1 represented her as saying she though 
All we know is £ „ r 3 on fchet heels do we convert this 

^Dl^reoort (which is cited) into a positive statement? furtnermo : 3 , 

*£ All lie did not say "at 12:15." In Her later statement to *BI, 
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in her own words, she said she left', her office at 12:2£. (CK 1381) 

_ Ln treatment of BakerVTruly reconstruction ia incredible. 
, nontinriii one of the teats, the one done in 1 Kin, 15 sec. 

(££’.£» of -a»s. S jl n "-th. .hortejt on.). 

tV_ +h»on states ’ The Beker-r'ruly time appears to be an accurate recon- 
struction." Of course, he neglects to mention that it began too 
early by several seconds, ended too late. 

— n. 47. repeats the old line , that "since there were no identi- 
fiable nrinta on the rifle, Oswald would has* had to nave wi pea the 
ilS%£S .* «£?•“ Si. is ttnuous at toot. Sh. rlflo 1 . .urfaco 
riIX ® the motal marts— that it would not reaaily 

take J prints t It would be quite possible to handle it and not leave 
prints. ! 

— n 47-8; "...when Baker reached the second floor landing... 
Oswald was already in the middle of the lunchroom . r This is f^jase. 
Oswald HI in the vestibule at this point. How else could Baker have 
tlulht a "fleeting glimpse" of him? The significence of this ia 
missed by Ralston, who evidently did not reed cereiully. 




location/ Bit the citaUon to "Srhibit 23" takes the c*ke. Ralston s 
> 2 ~> is a cony of that infamous Commispion -x. which shows the 

^t^flooJ with the "outline" of the bag drawn in. Certainly 
proof that the paper bag was found there. 

— d. 49— notes no prints found on cartridge canes by window, 
and implies^ that LEO would hadto have wiped them off. Nonsense 1 
He wouldn't have had to touch them after firing. 

—no. 49-50. "his discussion of the cartridge cases ia 
vintage Thomson, sans the bit about the lip dent. Ralston writes 
since only one of the cartridge cases n&d marks which were produce,, 
by con tact wi th the bolt of the Oswald rifle..." This is terrioly 
•r{«i.o(Unff for the "bolt" marks to which he refers dm have to <- 3 
only with the -nroceos of ejection of the casa, not witn firing. » a 
he kite fails' to point out is that all three cases bore mer.-cs .ron 
t K ° bolt face which proved they had been firea in tne uercarw. Ix 
SlsSn haSw^tmwn to doubt this finding (and there are acme 
reewnS, altSSgh 1 fine them unpersuasive), he does not express then 
in EV ; he ignores the whole thing. 

— n. 57. This one is great for fantasy . Try to imagine this 
- The possibility does exist that an 'old dry print' of Oswald a was 
placed inside hi the rifle by someone to incriminate ms h^.. uow< 
^olddry prints" do not peel off of after one surface to be stucx 
onto another, like decals. The suggeotion ia absuro . 

— _ g* Benavides "steadfastly refused to identify oswalu 
•h™ fclller ' Vy recollection is that this overstates th-s -ruth, 

Si2*ifSS'B«SS.T!Sta ■»««»> o-ou^j h • “V... 

positively idaatifythe killer, not, as piston implies, th«t n« Ktlfcw 
the killer wasn't LED. 
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— pp. 64-5. Kotes that Freak Wright taw a 3011 flee the 
Tippit aeoni in a 1950-51 ’’grey, little old coupe." " surprisingly 
enough," writes iislston, "Wrist's testimony (sic— this was not 
testimony) lias corroboration. 1 ihe "corroboration" it indeed 
uprising enough. It consists of Benavides observation that 
"a red Fora’ pulled away from the scene after the chote. 

— p. 67— this is somewhat sublXe. Balaton writes of the 
Xippit murder, "ihe possibility that two persona were involved is 
enhanced by the shells of e different manufacture which were found 
at the scene of the crime." Billiton neglects to mention that ell 
the shells "found at the scans" hoc been fired in the seme revolver, 
supposedly Oswald’s. Of this there appears little doubt. So how 
does this point to 2 people? Thiu brings up another ooint, so 1*11 
skip ahoad here, later Balaton retreats from this earlier acceptance 
that the cases were indeed "found ut the scene" f cud stater "there 
is absolutely no chain of posteeaion for the spent cartridge a. "(95-6) 
There is some ’ chain of possession, 1 ' and sorry so it is, Balaton 
simply misrepresents it to create a doubt that the cartridge cases 
in evidence arc those originally found. First, as for the 2 
caceo that Benavides found. Bale ton notes that they were first 
given to J.K. Poe, who according to an FBI report dealing with 
chain of possession, scratched his initials on them. Balaton then 
quotes this same FBI report to the effeot that Poe can't find his 
initials, therefore can't identify the cases. Balaton omits the 
reoaindee of the report, in which Barnes, to whom Poe gtvo the 
casco, do tip identify them by initial. Bait; tor. also does not mention 
Poe’s earlier testimony to Joe Ball that he could not remember if he 
hod morkeu the cartridge causa (7ht>6). as for the other two oases 
Balaton no tea that one was given to ihority, who vaa not asked to 
identify them during his testimony, ana to lough ty , who was never 
called to testify. But Balaton fails to mention that in the dame 
FBI report earlier cited, both men were shown the cases supposedly 
given them by the lavis sisters end icentified them on the basis 
of initials. (24R414-15) . ~p, while the WC'u mejithoda may be 

properly criticised, it ie Gimply inaccurate to e ay there ia ioJoam 
'absolutely no chain of possession,' and then quote so incompletely 
from the record. 

— p. 74, notes that "the original transcript of Givens' test- 
imony was classified Top Secret despite the fact that the tent had 
be<,n included in the 26 volumes..." Ibis is. true, but all the origins :, 
typed transcripts were classified. It was a lanbord pro oea ui c , and 
was most likely done by the stenographic firm, Ward &■ Paul, end not 
by individual staff lawyers. In this connection, note Balaton's 
repeated statement that "Selin locked up the original transcipt” (75) 
and "lie (Bella) then stamped 'Top -Secret' on the original transcript" 
(92). It was surely not Bella who placed the lop Jecret stamp. 
Furthermore, Balaton very explicitly states that it was Selin who 
olterred the testimony, changing the time from 11:45 to 11:55. 

However, he presents no evidence that it was Belin who made this 
change. It is true that Givens ' waived his right to go over the 
transcript, so it most likely was not made by Givens. However, 
on the basis of what Ralston presents, it is impost'. ibis to tell who 
made the change, when, or why. For one thing, several "original" 
copies were made of each transcript. Has Balaton 3w>: aeon then sliv 
Ha u he seen the one that went to the printer to be set in type for 
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the 26 volumes? The copy presented in HV been, no marks or notations 
the change. But at some point, someone bed to at least 
iStSot \viu^r to nake the change in the printed version. 60 

irr. s 

Sveratatcs Ss th c^ si^nifiStly Reads’ too much into limited data. 

_ a, «T t WP£J Bowie* and not Benavides who reported the 

'*"?hi 3 error is straight* out of "Push to Judgment .' 1 Both 
billing. ^nia error is * t firot , v ,aa unsure il 

ST.SSJS'tS'.jSISSp^ « *>*'* «»* « ^ rfeitte rated 
the info, giving a different addresa. 

■n ba "Tiouit wea obviously deed by 1 *10 p.uu when 

S’tlSrSf tS^«SliS'. cover-up, not for absolute. substantive 
proof of facts about the crime. 

_ oa-qq Here we have " evidence which tends to show that 
— p. 98-99. ff'.iT' ihe evidence'.' Kra. nemendez 

citH the 1 CA film showing people ^ th ? 1 JSBi £ 'and° the ” 5 * 

— p. 100. Here we have a really slick version olj* och t»a 

o^I-nys 113 "Upon vie^^^^Sra^hi^conoluaion were (eic) 
that Shota had been fired at, President Kennedy f»m two different 



SwCIUn SUV iiwu. - 

dir Motions . "**T uEnhaala" ay own). W»i lSffffia s^l this} in fact, 
* 0 (x hone) everyone's axes oera cion he hBa said the opposite. .%f 
ullaton ?eally meSs chat a shot from another “direction 0 was fired 
at JI7v but hit J BO, h« certainly ha a a deceptive way of shying i,. 

p - 117 . After having noted that Ouy 3raist<?r wau ”*^11 

accuian^ed* with the CSC (lit); waiston turns this into "a C;> 




— o ill, "...it has been established conclusively that the 
TUI was operating e 'mail cover' on Oswald... V a 'm not sure that 
this is so conclusive . It le certain tuat ^no e maij. was opened 
anc read, but this may haViTEean part of a cover on hie or^anieatione 
to which IHO'fc nail was s^nt and not on li-tO oircCwly. 
difference it cignifican « , ««pe cially oinct' Alston u<.«s -his at^umptio 
eM vvideuct that the authorities had to know Oswald received a pistol 

and a rifle. 
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.*«..« rcferrint' to 2 aemos expreseing ^68-cl 

— »T3« r.^vtrJT juci-** c- (,► Vo ri nrn < r.iflYi £T *. 

ccnc«rn ov*r IEC importer, route&’outeide theVc’e cht rxic-ln 

thetffe me oiu&--ti;ey wire appor^nt^ . " j ^clilve.* 1 xfcti ’.Chic i& 
of ooioDunicction : ^* r of^coursci', the Coamiasiou luid en ob&igetioj 

nAMA . Viinir r»Tr«i rira i^t OI CUUi f v^nV r.cni Tv R8 



*/*£££? £ Saaiaoiou had an obligation 

something elael Firs.., J* J S2»| ^ oi v the hook so easily as 

to sau these aaaoc, aa* Jh«y can v b- rha WC d£d kno* 

Rpla'.on xckes it, with *hi» "£*£ t * wfcw m the Hating oT“the rBx 
about the hoover 6/?/60 M!ao Ior *arrwi wouldn't look at 

-LHO file which coov.ir gw the -w, i* reproduced in 

itl .he other ? euo, datgfl notation (sen?. '-*** 

Ralston'* ap^-nc ix, P« 20 1 j one ~ l :,ek lf this is from r. C , 

^SuuiSr" 1 ^ S5- « «* ta 15 “ m “' 

-p. 15a. -on J*». Mj** **£ 

?js^i^*s« 1 isr«s^ «i, i»w» — '*««» 

did. J4 

. . n. fundEtccatal raiouaders tending oi 

the cose li' sUi^ thof neck waui* waa" " tlly 

SSSSS:. ”s* u — ly the 

wou&fi iii hsi£* 

some ol the autopsy evidence, ^-“ luU t ^/,; rr ^ rs; “;.one of (the doctors) 
his '’Appr^al’* o» thi® V ^at^or^a examination** of gunshot 

had experience in ‘fLick. who did have such expercienca# 

wounds." fhib is not tru* ^/Steiding physiols were ordered not 
although not tac baet. ... • rh6 doctors dl» probe the wound 

to probe the wounds,. ox “J fc the pro bE£ were unsuccessful, 

of the back, arui precisely because the pro ue*^ not to dissect . 

it was perai-iount that they <»iss< Tffr.«e ober by th military 
nhe x-rays of ! f TeritiS»n since th* military 

to the wO r - . Tuis, Lb a»t uuch o* ^St of 11/22; the a^ere': orrrice 
did not hare tne * ray- V^c au^ousy no We end burned thrm.’ 1 ’hero 
did. *‘&nd...nuaes notes wrre burned, only autopsy^ 

is no evicnce that -he t „ oy d-sft. .■ h*- autopsy x.c -es 

drafts end perhaps nates of til- cutaway 

thooaanrlea should exist. 

..15b, cites the ^la 0 br^lS U 3/4° iiS" by ' 1/2^ iSch . 

the X-rays chow a ®*Jft which does not appear in the 

Phi3 ie the rsctrtii^u-- r *■* train, end which certainly 

7-rays « but rather in photos of — ~*r-T in the X— rty . 

iS-- « «»u.j ij *ir,;n^v S5 !*’-»«» »•. 

ho one lies ever cxaim»-d vO - bol' 1 • t fra> - nt. 

transnobea it onto them and caxle 1- « ™r_- 

_p. 206. ia«ntuio» « 5; 
own telsgr 6 ^'' when in fact 1. is a rep - * 

«* 222 «S«M» 55 *1“ rSEfa,, -txmW «» *• 

fence on £rnncjr inoll. 2blc Is 






